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to subvert law and order and trying to usurp the powers of the
Government, it is certainly the duty of the Government to deal with
such activities. But all the difference lies in the method of dealing
with the same. The same question was put to me in England: "How
would you deal with terrorism if the Congress were running the
Government?" I then replied: "Give me the power and I shall
show that." I would deal with an organization of that character
in the most sympathetic manner. There is the ordinary law
which could alone deal with any kind of crime. Then why have
recourse to Ordinances, which only help to estrange the feelings
of the people on whom it operates. I yield to none in my con-
demnation of crimes, but these Ordinances instead of weaning
away people from terrorism only accentuate it.

No society would tolerate the taking of innocent lives as was
done by the Bengal youths. But why punish 50,000 for the crime
of five? If I were the Secretary of State or the Governor-General,
I would ask the Bengal Governor to resign his place when he
asked for the promulgation of an Ordinance. But I would not rest
there. I would dive into the root cause of this discontent and
try to cure that first.

The Governor should invite the prominent leaders into his
secret chamber and take them into his confidence and discuss the
question threadbare and find out the means to check and stop such
crime.

Mutual trust is what he wants. The Archbishop of Canter-
bury told me that he had understood what was at the back of the
Indian problem and he had understood it well when he said that it
is mutual trust we want.

Bengal has its grievances. The Bengal youths are courageous,
emotional and patriotic and so speeches like those delivered in the
House of Commons decrying the bravery of Bengal drive them to
extremes. As I said before, I yield to none, not even Englishmen,
in my condemnation of crime. But it should be dealt within the
ordinary course of law.

The Congress creed of non-violence has done a great deal to
check terrorism. But the methods of General Dyer would not do.
I have no enmity or irritation against General Dyer. I know he
was an honest man who believed in what he was doing and who
justified his actions in India.

But the Dyer method is wrong. English lives in India must
not be saved by Dyer methods.

The atmosphere created by the Ordinances is certainly not
conducive to hammering out a Constitution for the country as it is